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NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN STEERING GROUP  

Notes of the meeting held on 16 FEBRUARY 2016 in the Church Room. 

 

Present:  

Priscilla Dudding (Radley planning policy and Neighbourhood Plan group chairman, Parish 

Councillor) 

Lynda Pasquire Crowley (Parish Councillor, Thrupp Lane topic group) 

Jenny Standen (Parish Council chairman, Infrastructure topic group) 

Christine Wootton (Thrupp Lane topic group) 

Rosemary Aldgate (South Kennington topic group) 

Carolyn Jessop (South Kennington topic group) 

Richard Dudding (Infrastructure topic group) 

Sheila Smith (Infrastructure topic group) 

Martin Wilson (Shape & Cohesion topic group) 

Andrea Saunders (Shape & Cohesion topic group) 

For part:  John Huddleson 

In attendance:  

Jane Dymock (Parish Clerk) 

Apologies: Basil Crowley 

 
1.  UPDATE ON LOCAL PLAN & EXAMINATION IN PUBLIC (EIP) 

 
PD told the meeting that the position on the Local Plan and EIP was as detailed in the latest 
village email. It was widely felt that opposers won the argument on how the green belt review 
was conducted, but the Inspector needs to identify sites to meet national housing targets, so 
major changes seem unlikely. 
 
The Inspector was expected to release interim findings by the end of March.  These should 
give us a better idea of how the Local Plan in its final form will impact on Radley.  
 
The first round of Neighbourhood Plan consultation is now planned for May. The Village Hall 
is booked for an exhibition over the weekend of 21 and 22 May.  The consultation will include 
a questionnaire circulated to all households. Other plans for the consultation have still to be 
worked up.  
 
RA and CJ raised issues about Kennington consultation and use of Facebook – see South 
Kennington topic group section below. 

 
2. REPORTS FROM THE TOPIC GROUPS 

 
The groups had all circulated reports in advance of the meeting.  They were posted on the 
website under the “Radley’s Future” heading and members had been asked to read them 
before the meeting. 

• Thrupp Lane group draft report January 2016 

• 160215 Report of Shape and Cohesion group 

• Infrastructure proposals 10 Feb 

• 160118Minutes Radley NP South Kennington 
 

(i) Thrupp Lane – report by Christine Wootton: 
 
Since the last meeting: 
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• Members had met the Old Coal Yard owners, who said that they propose to submit a 
planning application for 13 houses on the site. 

• The earlier idea of identifying a site in the area for use by off-road cyclists had been 
dropped. 

• A neighbour had pointed out that part of the South Radley site is uncultivated sweet 
meadow grass and is a site of special wildlife interest. This was an argument to be 
deployed against development of the S Radley site. 
 

The group’s major proposals were 
 

• Achieving a new road link to Audlett Drive to carry lorry traffic. 

• Working towards the creation of a Wildlife Trust to manage the whole area 

• Developing the old coal yard for housing 

• Supporting an application by Curtis & Sons to make their industrial site permanent as 
quid pro quo for their financial support for a road link to Audlett Drive. 
 

Points raised 
 
MW commented that development of the Old Coal Yard would take Radley very close to 
Abingdon. 
 
PD said that the NP working group faced a difficult tactical question about how to deal with 
the South Radley site, should it be confirmed for removal from the Green Belt. We could 
accept the inevitability of development there, and work with the developers to negotiate the 
best possible deal for Radley, including a contribution to the proposed Thrupp Lane link road 
and the new Foxborough Road junction. Or we could hold out against accepting the prospect 
of development there unless and until the South Radley site is confirmed as a development 
site in Part 2 of the Local Plan, or the subject of a successful planning application.  
 
There was also a difficult question to be faced as to whether to support housing development 
on the Village Hall and playing field site in return for material support from Radley College for 
village priorities (such as a new village hall).  
 
Action points 
 

• A map should be commissioned from West Waddy to illustrate the topic group’s 
proposals 

• Discussions should be held with the landowners and developers in the area, and with 
the county and district authorities, to explore the deliverability of the topic group’s 
proposals, including potential financial contributions to the Audlett Drive link road, and 
the location and extent of future nature and recreational areas. 

• Further work should be undertaken on the feasibility of creating a Wildlife Trust for the 
area, including the attitude of landowners and the views of the Earth Trust. 
 

(ii) Infrastructure – Richard Dudding reported 
 
The group has solidified deliverability, funding and opinions and where there was overlap 
with other groups, they mainly agreed. 
 
He pointed to his Map 1 and highlighted: 

• the hierarchy of roads (through/village/quiet lanes),  

• the Radley Road/Whites Lane junction. 

• The proposed closure of Thrupp Lane with a new exit towards Audlett Drive (The 
Thrupp Lane group had instead proposed a weight limit). 
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• Premise was that vehicle exits from the housing sites should be outwards 
onto/towards the though route, but with inward links for pedestrians and cyclists 
towards the village centre. 

 
And in Map 2: Cycle network: 

• The routes shown aimed to serve the station well from new houses in Thrupp Lane, 
North Abingdon and South Kennington. 
 

On other points 

• Station access – pressure to be put in parking restrictions, and on step free access. 

• Sewerage: Frank Hindson had a very clear view of existing sewerage.  Thames 
Water needed to do capacity surveys. 

• Need pressure to ensure that developers pay for all infrastructure needs stemming 
from their developments (section 106). 

 
The group thought that future work should concentrate on Thrupp Lane.  
Work would continue on the cycle network, including investigating the cycle track alongside 
the railway line (A on the map) 
 
Points raised: 

• Footpaths along and particularly from Thrupp Lane were essential. 

• Would the plan support a lower speed limit on Kennington Road between the College 
and Sugworth Lane? 

• Should Sugworth Lane be improved to accommodate traffic expected to access the 
proposed Park and Ride and expanded Lodge Hill junction or would that make the 
problem worse? 

• Health Centre – It was understood that the partners of the Kennington surgery 
understand that there is a need for expansion, but can’t approach the issue until they 
know where funding will come from. 

 
Other points are reported under the South Kennington heading. 
 
Action points 

• Speak to landowners and developers 

• Funding strategy for Thrupp Lane link road. 

• Explore Sugworth Lane issues further, and ensure included on maps etc 

• Develop cycle/pedestrian network 

• Integrate with infrastructure work from South Kennington group. 

• For the consultation, ask people to prioritise areas which are unlikely to be funded by 
developers. 

 
(iii) Shape and Cohesion:  Martin Wilson reported: 

 
 The group started with the vision that it wanted to create a heart to the village and listed the 8 

key community facilities.  Of the ones that could be moved, they looked to see how they 
could arrange them.  These were the shop, the village hall, the playing fields, and the 
children’s play areas. All their thinking was on the required assumption that the Thrupp Lane 
development will go ahead.  
 
Agreed policies were: 

• The community shop is a top priority. It needs more space 

• Two playing fields should be retained and they should be next to each other. 
 

Options were limited by real life constraints, notably the Green Belt. The Group had 
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developed 4 alternatives which involved 
 
i. Leaving the village hall where it is but moving the playing fields to the field south 

of Stonhouse Crescent. This was Green Belt land and also a Scheduled Ancient 
Monument but football pitches might be acceptable despite those constraints 

ii. Moving the playing fields to land north of Church Road 
iii. Moving the playing fields and village hall to land north of Church Road 
iv. Moving the playing fields, village hall and shop to land north of Church Road. 

 
All the options apart from (iv) assume building a larger shop on the site currently 
occupied by allotments. (iv) was the Group’s preferred option, if deliverable.  

 
Issues raised:   
 

• There was land between the North Abingdon strategic site and Peachcroft Farm 
which had been identified for sports pitches. This might reduce the need for two 
pitches in Radley. 

• There was an argument for keeping the playing fields and village hall close together; 
both facilities were traditionally used for the summer fete. 

• It was noted that development of the allotment site would generate funds for 
community benefits as well as providing a possible location for a larger shop. It was a 
prime site in the centre of the village. 

• It was debatable whether a shop sited closer to the church would get the same 
patronage from villagers. It was further from where many older people live.  

• Cohesion – there were concerns that the Whites Lane development would look 
outwards towards Abingdon rather than in towards the village. The Group was keen 
to promote links to the village.  

 
Action points 
 

• It was important to speak to the landowners, Radley College and Arnold White 
Estates, to ascertain their attitude to the proposals. This was likely to be more 
productive once the Inspector’s interim findings were known (ie after end-March).  

• Work needed to be done on costings for a new village hall and other facilities. 

• West Waddy should be instructed to produce illustrative plans for the development of 
the allotment site to underpin further discussion of that option. 
 

(iv) South Kennington:  Carolyn Jessop 
 

 On the consultation plans, CJ argued that Kennington residents should also be involved as 
they would be affected by the S Kennington development, and the new residents were more 
likely to use Kennington facilities.  She also suggested that social media should be used as 
part of the consultation exercise as this was likely to promote a better response from younger 
people. Kennington Parish Council had responded to points made on Kennington Connected 
Facebook page. 
 
The Group had interrogated the document prepared by Pegasus for the Inspector’s hearing 
dealing with the S Kennington site; it described the type of housing and infrastructure 
proposed. The group’s concerns included: 
 

• The adequacy of sewerage facilities and the pumping station at Sugworth Crescent 

• The suitability of the wooden link bridge proposed by the developers 

• The implications of the proposed flood relief channel 

• The implications of the new development for traffic in Kennington, which was already 
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difficult at peak times 

• The implications of the proposed new developments across the parish for traffic in 
Sugworth Lane (see also Infrastructure Group report section). 

 
 
Issues raised 
 

• CW suggested that any Facebook campaign should refer readers to information 
available on the village website; 

• CJ suggested that we press for CIL revenue to be used by the Vale to strengthen 
their enforcement activities. 

 
Action points: 
 

• The Kennington and Infrastructure topic groups should get together to agree policies 
for roads and other infrastructure issues 

• Further thought should be given as to how to involve the wider Kennington 
community in our consultation plans. 

• While the use of Facebook and other social media was agreed to be important in 
principle, there was a need to identify someone who could help the group to make 
that happen. 

 
 

3. 
 

(i) 
 
 
 
 

(ii) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(iii) 

NEXT STEPS UP TO THE CONSULTATION: 
 
PD proposed that the PC’s Neighbourhood Plan Working Group should be expanded to 
agree policies across the topic group spectrum and to co-ordinate NP work going forward. 
She asked each topic group to nominate one person to be co-opted to this group. This group 
would take over the role of the Steering Group. 
 
At its next meeting, PD proposed that the group consider: 
 
i. Progress on the ‘next steps’ items recorded in this note; 
ii. A first attempt to synthesise the proposals from the four topic groups, and to identify 

themes and issues to be pulled out and highlighted in the consultation. John 
Huddleston agreed to lead on this work.   

 
 
Dates for future steering group meetings were agreed: 
 

• 16 March at 46-48 Lower Radley at 7pm (not 14 March as originally proposed) 

• 5 April in the Church Room at 7pm 

• 26 April in the Church Room at 7pm 

 


